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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C, 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 4, 5, 16, 18, 23 and 25 contain the trademark/trade name Java. 

Claims 6, 7, 12 and 13 contain the trademark/trade name Secure Shell. 

Where a trademark or trade name is used in a claim as a limitation to identify or 
describe a particular material or product, the claim does not comply with the 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. See Ex parte Simpson, 218 
USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope is uncertain since the trademark or trade 
name cannot be used properly to identify any particular material or product. A 
trademark or trade name is used to identify a source of goods, and not the goods 
themselves. Thus, a trademark or trade name does not identify or describe the goods 
associated with the trademark or trade name. In the present case, the trademark/trade 
name is used to identify/describe a programming language in the case of Java and a 
security protocol in the case of Secure Shell and, accordingly, the 
identification/description is indefinite. 



As to claim 18, it appears that limitation of the claim requires 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent No. 6,061 ,349 to Coile et al. (hereinafter Coile) in view of US Patent No. 
6,738,909 to Cheng et al. (hereinafter Cheng). 

As to claims 1, 27 and 28, Coile teaches: 

a. Obtaining host and port addresses of the second server (Coile, column 4, 
lines 13-25). 

Coile does not expressly mention using tunneling protocols. However, in an analogous 
art, Cheng teaches: 

b. Establishing a secure tunnel from the first server to the second server 
(Cheng, column 3, lines 30-36). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to implement the communications method of Coile with the 
secure tunneling of Cheng in order to configure "secure connections between nodes in 
a distributed data processing system" as suggested by Cheng (Cheng, column 1, lines 
15-16). 

Coile as modified further teaches: 

c. Generating random host and port addresses at the first server (Coile, 
column 4, lines 13-45). 

d. Mapping the random host and port addresses to the hose and port 
addresses of the second server (Coile, column 4, lines 60-67). 

e. Connecting the first application to the random local host and port 
addresses (Cheng, column 3, lines 11-36). 

As to claims 2 and 19, Coile as modified teaches the first application comprises 
database application monitoring software (Cheng, column 6, lines 37-54). 

As to claims 3 and 20, Coile as modified teaches the second application 
comprises a database application (Cheng, column 6, lines 37-54). 

As to claims 5 and 18, Coile as modified teaches the first application comprises a 
Java program (Cheng, column 4, lines 58-62). 



Application/Control Number: 10/664,061 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2134 

As to claim 8, Coile as modified teaches obtaining the host and port addresses of 
the second server, establishing the secure tunnel, generating the random host and port 
addresses and mapping the random host and port addresses are performed by a 
computer program (Coile, column 7, lines 44-53). 

As to claim 9, Coile as modified teaches the computer program comprises the 
first application (Coile, column 7, lines 44-53). ' 

As to claim 10, Coile as modified teaches sending a connection request from the 
first application to the second application (Cheng, column 6, lines 55-67). 

As to claim 1 1 Coile as modified teaches: 

a. Establishing a secure tunnel between the local server and the remote 
server (Cheng, column 3, lines 30-36). 

b. Mapping a random host and random port on the local server to a secure 
host and port on the remote server (Coile, column 4, lines 60-67). 

c. Transmitting a connection request from the first application on the local 
server to the random host (Cheng, column 3, lines 1 1-36). 

d. Forwarding the connection request from the random of the random host 
over the secure tunnel to the secure host on the remote server (Cheng, column 
3, lines 11-36). 
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e. Transmitting the connection request from the secure host to the second 
application (Cheng, column 3, lines 11-36). 

f. Communicating between the local and remote applications (Cheng, 
column 3, lines 11-36). 

As to claim 14, Coile as modified teaches the establishing; mapping, transmitting 
and forwarding are performed programmatically (Coile, column 7, lines 44-53). 

As to claim 15, Coile as modified teaches the establishing; mapping, transmitting 
and forwarding are performed by the first application (Coile, column 7, lines 44-53). 

As to claim 21 , Coile as modified teaches: 

a. A first application (Cheng, column 6, lines 37-54). 

b. A randomly generated host (Coile, column 4, lines 13-45) coupled to the 
first application, the randomly generated host comprising a randomly generated 
port (Coile, column 4, lines 13-45) configured to be coupled to the secure tunnel 
(Cheng, column 3, lines 30-36) and to the remote server (Coile, column 4, lines 
13-25). 

As to claim 22, Coile as modified teaches the first application is configured to 
access a second application on the remote server over the secure tunnel (Coile, column 
9, line 56-column 10-line 10). 
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As to claim 23, Coile as modified teaches the first application comprises Java 
monitoring software (Cheng, column 4, lines 58-62). 

As to claim 24, Coile as modified teaches the first application is configured to 
transmit a connection request via the randomly generated host and port to a second 
application on the remote server (Cheng, column 3, lines 11-36). 

5. Claim 4 and claims 6 and 7 and claims 12, 13, 16 and 17 and claims 25 and 26 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent No. 
6,061 ,349 to Coile et al. (hereinafter Coile) in view of US Patent No. 6,738,909 to 
Cheng et al. (hereinafter Cheng) as applied to claim 3 and claim 1 and claim 11 and 
claim 24 respectively above, and further in view of US Patent No. 6,486,439 to Spear et 
al. (hereinafter Spear). 

As to claim 4, Coile as modified does not expressly mention the use of Java 
Database Connectivity (JDBC) protocol to communicate with the database application. 
However, in an analogous art, Spear teaches the use of JDBC (Spear, column 12, lines 
14-31). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
implement the communications system of Coile as modified with the JDBC of Spear in 



Application/Control Number: 10/664,061 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2134 

order to provide information transfers between nodes on a communications network as 
suggested by Spear (Spear, column 1, lines 14-22). 

As to claims 6 and 7, Coile as modified teaches the use of a Secure Shell tunnel 
(Spear, column 14, lines 47-61). 

As to claims 12 and 13, Coile as modified teaches the use of a Secure Shell 
server application (Spear, column 14, lines 47-61). 

As to claims 16 and 25, Coile as modified teaches the use of the JDBC protocol 
(Spear, column 12, lines 14-31). 

As to claims 17 and 26, Coile as modified teaches the second application 
comprises a database application (Cheng, column 6, lines 37-54). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William S. Powers whose telephone number is 751 272 
8573. The examiner can normally be reached on m-f 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on 571 272 381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




William S. Powers 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2134 




